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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-32 are presented for examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-32 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on December 07, 2004 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive because of the following reasons: 

4. Applicant argues that Hayes does not teach or suggest associating 
personal information with a unique user identifier, allowing multiple application programs 
to access the personal information. In response to applicant's argument, examiner 
asserts that the claimed limitations have been amended and hence are moot in view of 
new ground of rejection as set forth below. 

5. Applicant argues that Hayes does not teach or suggest the personal 
information is applied to an output of the application program. Before addressing the 
argument, examiner submits that "the personal information is applied to an output of the 
application program" could be given a broad and reasonable interpretation as 
sending/outputting the application program according to the user information. Hayes 
teaches upon receiving the request from client (user), the server sends/downloads (i.e., 
output) a list of applications to which the user has access permission according to 
user's preferences/profiles (see abstract, col. 13, line 48-col. 14, line 67). Therefore, 
the examiner concludes that Hayes does teach the personal information is applied to an 
output of the application program as broadly disclosed by Applicant. 
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6. Applicant argues that Hayes teaches the applets are configured by an 
administrator, not by a user. In response to applicant's argument, examiner asserts that 
In response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show certain features of 
applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., the 
applets are configured by an administrator, not by a user ) are not recited in the rejected 
claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from 
the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Moreover, Hayes teaches an administrator's computer 
assumes as a client computer (figure 2) and a user is in a role of administrator (col. 7, 
lines 51-53, col. 8, lines 47-56). 

7. Applicant argues Hayes does not teach or describe "receiving personal 
information" from a user. In response to applicant's argument, examiner asserts that 
Hayes teaches the server receives a user's modified profile including user name, ID, 
password from the user (col. 2, lines 5-9, col. 19, lines 18-26). 

8. Therefore, the examiner asserts that cited prior arts teach or suggest the 
subject matter broadly recited in independent claims 1 , and 17. Claims 2-1 6 and 1 8-32 
are also rejected at least by virtue of their dependency on independent claims and by 
other reasons set forth in this office action below. 

9. Applicants still have failed to identify specific claim limitations that would 
define a patentable distinction over cited prior arts. Accordingly, rejections for claims 1- 
32 are rejected below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

11. Claims 1-5, 7-13, 15-21, 23-29 and 31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 (a) as being unpatentable over Hayes, Jr., in view of Gupta et al. (hereinafter 
Gupta) U.S. Patent No. 6,868,448. 

12. As to claim 1 , Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, including a 
method for utilizing personal information to customize an application program, 
comprising the steps of: 

receiving personal information from a user corresponding to a unique user 
identity, wherein the personal information includes at least one of the user's: surname; 
given name; address; set of initials; telephone number; and firm name (col. 1, lines 56- 
col. 2, lines 30, col. 6, lines 57-col. 8, lines 5, col. 19, lines 18-26 -the server receives 
user's modified profile from the user)\ 
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creating a user record for each unique user identity including the personal 
information (col. 1, lines 56-col. 2, lines 4, col. 6, lines 57-col. 8, lines 5, col. 14, lines 7- 
49 -user's profile and preferences are generated and stored in database 212)\ 

storing multiple user records with personal information that corresponds to a 
plurality of unique user identifies (col. 9, lines 6-12, col. 14, lines 7-67, col. 15, lines 24- 
36 -storing user's profiles and preferences including user name (ID) and password in 
database 212)\ and 

upon identifying the unique user identity applicable to execution of an application 
program that is included in the plurality of application programs, sharing the personal 
information corresponding with the unique user identity with the application program, 
wherein the personal information is applied to an output of the application program 
(abstract, col. 13, line 59-col. 14, line 67, col. 15, lines 37-58 -upon receiving request 
from user, server provides a list of software to which user has permitted to access 
corresponding to user's preferences). 

However, Hayes, Jr. does not explicitly teach the feature of each of the user 
records being accessible by plurality of application programs. 

Gupta teaches the feature of login, client's profiles or profile services can be 
shared/accessed by multiple applications (col. 7, lines 6-18, col. 12, line 48-col. 13, line 
14, col. 18, lines 22-46). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing art at the time of the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of 
Gupta into the system of Hayes, Jr. to include the feature of client's profile/profile 
service (i.e., user record) being accessible or shared by multiple applications because it 
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would have provided an efficient system to allow accessing resources from local server 
without using signed applets and allow applets to share services in the network. 

13. As to claim 2, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising the steps of: 

in response to receiving new personal information corresponding to the unique 
user identity, retrieving the user record including the personal information (col. 12, lines 
33-59, col. 17, lines 65-col. 18, lines 30); 

modifying the user record including the personal information with the new 
personal information (col. 12, lines 33-59, col. 14, lines 7-67); and 

sharing the new personal information with the application program, wherein the 
new personal information is applied to an output of the application program (abstract, 
col. 14, lines 4-67, col. 15, lines 37-58). 

14. As to claim 3, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising the steps of : 

in response to receiving new personal information corresponding to a new unique 
user identity, creating a user record including the new personal information 
corresponding to the new unique user identity (col. 7, lines 54-col. 8, lines 5, col. 14, 
lines 7-col. 15, lines 36); and 

sharing the new personal information corresponding to the new unique user 
identity with the application program, wherein the new personal information 
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corresponding to the new unique user identity is applied to an output of the application 
program (abstract, col. 14, lines 4-67, col. 15, lines 37-58). 

1 5. As to claim 4, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising the steps of : 

in response to receiving a change in user identity, retrieving the user record 
corresponding to the changed user identity (col. 7, lines 54-col. 8, lines 5, col. 14, lines 
7-col. 15, lines 36); and 

sharing personal information associated with the user record corresponding to 
the changed user identity with the application program, wherein the personal 
information associated with the user record corresponding to the changed user identity 
is applied to an output of the application program (abstract, col. 14, lines 4-67, col. 15, 
lines 37-58). 

16. As to claim 5, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, further 
comprising the step of storing the user record in a framework identity database (figure 
2). 

1 7. As to claim 7, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
step of receiving personal information corresponding to a unique user identity further 
comprises receiving the personal information through a user interface (figure 2). 
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1 8. As to claim 8, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
step of receiving personal information corresponding to a unique user identity further 
comprises the step of receiving one of new and previously stored personal information 
from one of a computer and a network (col. 7, lines 54-col. 8, lines 5, col. 14, lines 7-col. 
15, lines 36). 

19. As to claim 9, Hayes. Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
step of sharing the personal information with the application program further comprises 
the step of customizing an output of the application program using the personal 
information (abstract, col. 14, lines 4-67, col. 15, lines 37-58). 

20. As to claim 10, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
user interface comprises at least one of: a graphical user interface, a mouse, a 
keyboard, a touch-sensitive display screen, voice recognition interface (figures 1-2). 

21 . As to claim 1 1 , Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
personal information comprises at least one of: a user name, an address, a telephone 
number, a picture, a speech pattern, a preference, and a list (col. 1, lines 56-col. 2, lines 
4, col. 14, lines 50-67). 

22. As to claim 12, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
personal information at least one of: a dictionary, an auto-correct list, a menu option, 
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dialog layout, a dictionary setting, a grammar setting, a help list, and a user preference 
list (figures 12-24). 

23. As to claim 13, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
output at least one of: a document, a template, a wizard, a command, a tab, a 
preference, and a feature (figures 12-24). 

24. As to claim 15, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
application program comprises a plurality of application modules (col. 9, lines 5-12). 

25. As to claim 16, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, wherein the 
step of receiving personal information comprises the step of receiving personal 
information from a second application program (col. 7, lines 54-col. 8, lines 5, col. 14, 
lines 7-col. 15, lines 36). 

26. As to claim 17, Hayes, Jr. teaches the invention as claimed, including a 
computer system for utilizing personal information to customize an application program 
comprising: 

a memory for storing an application program, machine instructions, and a 
framework identity database (figure 2 -database 212); and 

a processor functionally coupled to the memory for executing the machine 
instructions and response thereto, being operable for: receiving personal information 
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from a user corresponding to a unique user identity, wherein the personal information 
includes at least one of the user's" surname; given name; address; set of initials; 
telephone number; and firm name (col. 1, lines 56-col. 2, lines 30, col. 6, lines 57-col. 8, 
lines 5 - the server receives user's modified profile from the user): 

creating a user record for each unique user identity including the personal 
information (col. 1, lines 56-col. 2, lines 4, col. 6, lines 57-col. 8, lines 5 -user's profile 
and preferences are generated and stored in database 212)] 

storing multiple user records with personal information that corresponds to a 
plurality of unique user identities (col. 9, lines 6-12, col. 14, lines 7-67, col. 15, lines 24- 
36 - storing user's profiles and preferences including user name (ID) and password in 
database 212): and 

upon identifying the unique user identity applicable to execution of an application 
program included in the plurality of application programs, sharing the personal 
information corresponding with the unique user identity with the application program, 
wherein the personal information is applied to an output of the application program 
(abstract, col. 14, lines 4-67, col. 15, lines 37-58 -upon receiving request from user, 
server provides a list of software to which user has permitted to access corresponding 
to user's preferences). 

However, Hayes, Jr. does not explicitly teach the feature of each of the user 
records being accessible by plurality of application programs. 

Gupta teaches the feature of login, client's profiles or profile services can be 
shared/accessed by multiple applications (col. 7, lines 6-18, col. 12, line 48-col. 13, line 
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14, col. 18, lines 22-46). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data 
Processing art at the time of the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of 
Gupta into the system of Hayes, Jr. to include the feature of client's profile/profile 
service (i.e., user record) being accessible or shared by multiple applications because it 
would have provided an efficient system to allow accessing resources from local server 
without using signed applets and allow applets to share services in the network. 

27. As to claim 1 8-21 , 23-29, and 31-32, they are system claims directed for 
utilizing personal information to customize an application program of method claims 2-5, 
7-13 and 15-16. Claims 18-21, 23-29, and 31-32 have similar limitations to claims 2-5, 
7-13 and 15-16; therefore, they are rejected under the same rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

28. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 
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29. Claims 6, 14, 22, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Hayes, Jr., in view of Alfred et al. (hereinafter Alfred) U.S. 
Publication No. 2003/0120496. 

30. As to claim 6, Hayes, Jr. does not explicitly teach the invention as claimed; 
however, Alfred teaches wherein the step of receiving personal information further 
comprises, sending the personal information to a shared code library for one or more 
application programs, wherein the shared code library sends the personal information to 
the framework identity database (paragraphs 0016, 0018, 0024-0025). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Data Processing art at the time of the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of Hayes, Jr. and Alfred to have sending 
the personal information to a shared code library wherein the shared code library sends 
the personal information to the framework identity database because it would have an 
efficient communications system that can store the user profile in the memory and 
based on that user profile to permit and/or provide user access application programs. 

31 . As to claim 14, Hayes, Jr. does not explicitly teach the invention as 
claimed; however, Alfred teaches wherein the application program consists of at least 
one of the following group: word processor, an electronic spreadsheet, a graphical 
presentation program, an electronic personal information manager, or an electronic mail 
program (paragraph 0016). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
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Data Processing art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Hayes, Jr. and Alfred to have the same motivation as set forth in claim 6, supra. 

32. As to claim 22 and 30, they are system claims directed for utilizing 
personal information to customize an application program of method claims 6 and 14. 
Claims 22 and 30 have similar limitations to claims 6 and 14; therefore, they are 
rejected under the same rationale. 

Conclusion 

33. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See 
MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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34. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Thu Ha Nguyen, whose telephone number is (703) 
305-7447. The examiner can normally be reached Monday through Friday from 8:00 
AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain T. Alam, can be reached at (703) 308-6662. 

Any inquiry of a general nature of relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-9600. 

The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned are 703-872-9306 for regular communications. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Thu Ha Nguyen 

May 9, 2005 A S\ A 
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